David lundquist 
635 N* Chestnut St., 
Seymour, IN 47274 


2/12/94 


Dear David, 

r 

lease excuse my typing. I'll be 81 years old in less than two months, I must 

keep mjj legs elevated when I sit, my vision is not good, and I'm fortunate tjbe sur- 

ving a number of illnesses. And, frailly, in recent years, try S to do all the work I 

A * 

can in the time that remains for me, I've not taken the time for most letters that, 
perhaps by a coincidence, I now take. 

The coincidence is that you begin your letter by saying that you are 17 years 

old and that recently I returned to a manuscript I laid aside more than a half year 

ago to write some tiling else. The largely completed manuscript I've begun reading and 

correcting has the tentative" fix title , "Inside the JFK Assassination Conspiracy." 

The book for which I laid it side I'd titled "Hoax," with an appropriate subtitle. 

It is about Gerald Posner's mistitled "Case Closed," vj^Lch ag he Jmew, is a lying title. 

I think that part of what I wrote will be in the bookstores within a few months. In 

A 

reading and correcting the book I'd laid aside, in recent days I've been sort of reliving 
my life begiiming when I was about your age. 

T his book is a critical commentary on the commercialization and exploitation of the 
JFK assassination. If it were not tliat Posner's book received enormous attention and has 
done more to deceive and mislead the people than any other, I'd have restricted the space 
I devotTed to him to a chapter or two in the book to which I've just returned. But he is 
not only the most successful of the commercializers and exploiters, he was the most deli- 
berate of them. He set out to^ and he completed jfhe most dishonest book of all and his 
dishonesty reached more people than any other dishonest assassination book, perhaps with 
the ancillary uses made if it, more than all others together. 

I begin the book to which I'tfe returned by explaining what if* is that prepared me 
to do the work I've done, of which I thi/Yk you hate no glimmer, led thought about that 
often in recent years, perhaps more so with the advent of the serious illnesses I survive. 
I came to realize years ago that it was the learning experiences of my life and I coped 
with a veriety of problm/s , probably of a nature few people have to face. So, I begin 
that book trying; to explain to the young people who might in the future read it to 
understand that all of life is a learning experience and that they should be aware of it. 
It grew longer tlian I had expected in what I did not intend as an autobiography. 

I realzed much younger that older men, in spending time with me, were conveying to 
me what they had learned in their longer lives with the experiences of those lives. And 
tliroughout the assassinatilai work 1 have done I have always taken time for younger peo- 
ple who were interested in it. Some came and stayed with us, others visited, and with 
others my contact was mostly with letters. 



Before hg beginning the book I laid aside and to which I've just returned I had 
completed the lengthy manuscript of a book I think will be on sale in September, x t is, 
also with an appropriate subtitle, titled, ' nE^ER AGAIN!" I do not know why publication 
was delayed and I'm sorry it was. I tliink you'll find the answers to some of you/questions 
in it, as to a lesser degree you will in the coming book, now titled l^ase Open." 

"HSVBfi AGIAII!" begins by documenting the official decision not to investigate the 
assassination itself. Because it was never officially Investigated and was never intended 
to be, there are no leads to be followed by private persons. This means that those books 
that pretend to solve the crime cannot do that on the basis of the existing evidence. It 
also means that those who read such books ought, if they do not want to be misled by them, 
read them questioningly. Not only must what they say be questioned but so also mgst what 
they say are their sources. The latter is often close to impossible for most. But what 
is not impossible Is that those who read these books understand how to question them in 
their own minds. I suggest, as I have for years, that two questions are basic. First 
ask, "Is tliis reasonable?" If what is questioned passes that test" then ask, "Is this 
possible?" 

Of the books you mention perhaps all but one fail to pass the first test. It does 
not pass the second test. That book, also mistitled, is "Best Evidence." All that it 
holds tha was new when it appeared is its theory, of the body snatchingo To reasonable 
examination, it cawniat pass the second test. I suggest that you ask yourself if you 
tliink it possible that with the President's body never once without many of his loyalists 
beside it in its sraslcei and with his widow also sitting next to it except for the few 
minutes of the LBJ swearing i/t, if it was possible first for the body to be kidnapped and 
then for it to be hidden, without leaving a trace, for the rest of that trip. There are 
other questions, but ask this and try to reason it through on your own, with Manchester's 
sorry conversion into a phony Camelot as one of your sources for guidance,, 

Read the Warren ^eporj the same way. If you could read my first book first and then 
examine the Report by checking in it what I used and cite from it I tliink you will find 
it informative. The Report is also but a theory. If as is more Likely you read it first 
and separately, ask these same questions as you do and ask also if what It says is 
proven beyond question by fact that cannot be questioned. 

Of all the TV shows, including those on which I appear, there is only one that is 
entirely factual and limited to the official evidence, with no effort made to solve the 
crime and no theorized solution, ou have "Reasonable -Doubt." When you read the Report 

•v* 

and what it asys about its single-bullet theory, compare it with what Jpelby says in it. 

It may interest you to know that when he did that and then became my friend he also 

u 

was a student. That documentary was Ms master's thesis at the niversity of Maryland, 
its school of communications. \ Is uotP on the staff of "Unsolved %Bterf.es." 



There is one respect in which 1 do not want to msilead you about theorizing. 

There is nothing wrong with theorizing as long as those theories are not presented as 
fact D They are not. In fiction one lias the right to say oi/erplore anything at all. But 
I do not believe that there is the right Oliver ^tone asserted, to proclaim his fictional 
movie is non-fiction. This has, of course, broader applicability. 

There is something you should understand about the conspiracy question. Whether 
or not there was a conspiracy is a questionoof fact, not of theory. If the crime was 
beyond the capability of any one man then on that factual basis alone there was a con- 
spiracy. However, establishing that there was a conspiracy does not identify the con- 
spiratots. Beginning with my first book I proved there was a coneepiracy. But I have 
not undertaken to prove who conspired because there is no known factual basis for that. 

We can, of course, wonder who they were, and we should. But we should not read without 
questioning those books tliat pretend to solve the crime , as not one does. 

I have no reason to believe tliat LBJ w a s involved in the/crime in any way. 

As you asked, I enclose the information on rnyUbooks. 

I am nob suggesting in this that you act beyond your years or^sume you have know- 
ledge or understanding you could not have acquired in so few years. I am suggesting 
that you can grow and learn much by thubking as perhaps you have not done, by asking 
questions, by analyzing what you read to the degree tliat is now possible for you. Do 
noo read with blind acceptance. Question, always question, in your own mind. 

If you are e-ver near you, you will be welcome,, I ^ your interest continues, when 
I am no longer able Jo use them, all my refiords will be a free public archive at local 
Hood C-ollege. These records include, besides my own not inconsierable work product, 
about a third of a million pages of once-withheld official records. I got them by a 

series of a dozen or so lawsuits under the Freedom of Information Act. 

I do not often take this time for letters now because each thihg I now do is at the 

cost oi something else I'll not be able to do. I want to spend as much as I can of the 

time that remains for me in perfecting the record for history to the degree I can. But 

with the fresh reminder of how much time older men took for and wxIPme^Sifore your 

parents were born I've taken this time in the hope it may be of some use to you. 

^ou have an impressive collection. Thanks for B est wishes , y 

the fine pictures of it. But remember, collecting is / '[* 

one thinljj, inquiry is something else. Each lias its I’U ^ 

place and to a degree can coincide but inquiry is Harold Weisberg 
more serious and more difficult. If you do bob Irnna 

„ Q+ . . , , , J . 1 n XI 3 0U ao nor Know the defxnxtxon, conspxracy is a combi- 

natxon to do wliat the law says xs wrong plus an overt step to elirninat e speech, just 
talking about it* As few as tuo can conspire* 



